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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 29 January 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

a. Applicant argues on pp. 5-6 that Hiraga fails to teach that the exposed second 
print face is compressed until the frame member comes into contact with a stamping 
object medium. The examiner agrees. Hiraga is silent as to whether the platen (25, 
Fig. 1) is resilient enough to compress under the force of printing such that the 
unlabeled structural member surrounding the platen touches the stamping object 
medium. 

b. Applicant argues on p. 6 that the combination of Hiraga and Bengtsson also fails 
to teach that the exposed second print face is compressed until the frame member 
comes into contact with a stamping object medium. The examiner disagrees. Applicant 
argues that the combination of Hiraga and Bengtsson that results in Hiraga having a 
printing face on platen 25 would only place printing blocks on the outside face of platen 
25. Instead, it is equally likely that the combination would result in the complete 
replacement of platen 25 of Hiraga with the self-inking printing block 3 of Bengtsson. 
Such a combination would result in a compressible print member that could apparently 
compress to such a distance that would allow the unlabeled frame member surrounding 
the printing member to touch the stamping object medium (Bengtsson: "printing blocks 3 
contains logotypes or similar characters requiring a relatively high printing pressure," 
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col. 4, II. 14-16, which implies that the printing block compresses under pressure in 
order to force ink from the block onto the printing medium). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought 
to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1 and 3-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hiraga et al., US 4,970,952 A (hereinafter Hiraga) in view of Bengtsson, US 
4,858,526 A (hereinafter Bengtsson). 

a. Regarding claim 1 : 

Hiraga teaches a stamp comprising: a first print body (10-13, Fig. 1) which is 
fixed to a main body case (1, Fig. 1) and has a first print face (see unlabeled print faces 
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on 10-13, Fig. 1) for forming a print image; a second body (25, Fig. 1) which has an 
exposure hole through which the first print face is exposed ( 25b, Fig. 2) and a second 
face for forming the print image with the first print face exposed through the exposure 
hole; and a restricting member which holds the second print body and restricts a 
distance in which the second print face is compressed when the main body case is 
pressed down at the time of making stamp (unlabeled cylindrical housing holding face 
25 appears to limit the amount that face 25 can be compressed, Figs. 1 and 2); a 
holding member which holds the second print body from an opposite side of the second 
print face (see upper portion of unlabeled frame member surrounding item 25, Figs. 1, 
2); a frame member which nips the second print body with the holding member such 
that the second print face is exposed (see lower portion of unlabeled frame member 
surrounding item 25, Figs. 1, 2); and a damper member which makes contact with the 
main body case and the frame member, wherein the restricting member is constituted of 
the frame member and the damper member and when stamping is made, the damper 
member is compressed so that the frame member is pressed down (damper member 
25a, Fig. 2; main body 1 pushes down on spring, causing platen 25 and printing faces 
1 0-1 3 to be co-planar and printing faces 1 0-1 3 to create an impression). 

Hiraga does not teach wherein the second body has a second print face; and 
wherein when the damper member is compressed the exposed second print face is 
compressed until the frame member comes into contact with a stamping object medium. 

Bengtsson teaches a self-inking printing block for forming a print image on a 
stamping object (3, Fig. 6); a second print face for forming a print image on said 
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stamping object by synthesizing with the print image of said first print face (20, Fig. 3); 
and wherein said first print face and said second print face are matched with each other 
at the time of stamping (both faces stamp an image on the substrate, col. 2, II. 44-48). 
The first print face is advantageous for printing the name of a company or the 
designation of a place (col. 2, II. 45-46), and the second for printing a date (col. 2, I. 48). 
Bengtsson also teaches that applied pressure can have an effect on the clarity of 
printed matter (col. 4, II. 24-26). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Hiraga to replace the second body with a print face 
for forming a print image together with the first print face, as taught by Bengtsson, 
because one having ordinary skill in the art would recognize that this combination would 
predictably allow the device of Hiraga to print additional information, such as the name 
of a company or the designation of a place. This combination would also result in 
placement of a compressible member in place of the platen 25 of Hiraga, which would 
allow the unlabeled frame member of Hiraga that surrounds the platen to contact the 
stamping object medium when pressure is applied to the main body case, 
b. Regarding claim 3, the combination of Hiraga and Bengtsson teaches the stamp 
according to claim 1, as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above. The combination of 
Hiraga and Bengtsson also teaches wherein the first print face is disposed at a position 
receding from the second print face in an opposite direction of the stamping direction 
when no stamping is made, and the damper member is compressed so that the first 
print face and the second print face become flush with each other when the main body 
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case is pressed down at the time of making stamp (Hiraga: damper 25a keeps the first 
printing face recessed in non-printing position, Figs. 1 and 2, but compressing damper 
25a allows first printing faces 10-13 to make a print on a substrate). 

c. Regarding claim 4, the combination of Hiraga and Bengtsson teaches the stamp 
according to claim 1, as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above. The combination of 
Hiraga and Bengtsson also teaches an elastic member which makes contact with the 
main body case and the first print body, wherein the elastic member is compressed so 
that the first print face and the second print face become flush with each other when the 
main body case is pressed down at the time of making stamp (Hiraga: spring 25a, Fig. 
1, is an elastic member). 

d. Regarding claim 5, the combination of Hiraga and Bengtsson teaches the stamp 
according to claim 1 , as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above. The combination of 
Hiraga and Bengtsson also teaches wherein the damper member has greater flexibility 
than the exposed second print face. The spring 25a of Hiraga appears to be more 
"flexible" than the print block 3 of Bengtsson: for example, it appears that one could 
stretch the spring in an extended manner much further than one could stretch the 
printing block, therefore making the spring more flexible than the print face. 

e. Regarding claim 6, the combination of Hiraga and Bengtsson teaches the stamp 
according to claim 1, as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above. The combination of 
Hiraga and Bengtsson also teaches wherein compression of the exposed second print 
face is restricted at a position where the frame member makes contact with the 
stamping object medium (it appears that because the frame member is rigid, the second 
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print face cannot be further compressed once the frame member touches the stamping 
object medium) because the damper member keeps contact with only the main body 
case and the frame member (Hiraga: it appears that the spring 25a touches, or "keeps 
contact with," only the main body case and the frame member, Figs. 1, 2). 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leo T. Hinze whose telephone number is 571 .272.2864. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Judy Nguyen can be reached on 571 .272.2258. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Leo T. Hinze 
Patent Examiner 
AU 2854 
29 April 2009 

/Judy Nguyen/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2854 



